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Letter from the Chair: 

Delegates,  

        Welcome to SIMUN XVI!! My name is Nora Hayes and I will be your chair of the Special 

Political and Decolonization Committee. I am currently a junior and have been participating in 

Model UN since freshman year. I have had the privilege of attending many conferences and even 

vice chairing at SIMUN XV. Model UN is one of my passions and I am so lucky to be able to 

share my love for MUN with you guys!!  

        SPECPOL, the fourth general assembly of the United Nations, will operate just as a general 

assembly. This means that every resolution we pass in this committee will be merely a 

suggestion to the Security Council. Be cautious with wording in resolutions and make sure to use 

words such as “recommends” and “calls upon”. SIMUN is a training conference, so don't be 

afraid to participate in debate, pass notes, and get your ideas out there! Every country is 

important in this committee and I can assure that each delegate has something unique to 

contribute.  

       As far as position papers go, I expect each delegate to have a hard paper copy on the day of 

the conference. Each delegate is expected to have a one page position paper for both topics (12 

point, Times New Roman, single spaced). We will begin with Topic A and we may or may not 

move on to Topic B depending on the pace of the committee. However, delegates are expected to 

be well researched on both topics. You may email me a copy of your position paper, but you 

must submit a hard copy on the day of the conference in order to be considered for awards.  



       I am excitedly anticipating spending the diplomacy filled day with you guys. I can't wait to 

see what great ideas each of you have! Feel free to email me with any questions you might have 

regarding the committee - Nora.hayes@students.ignatius.org  

Yours in diplomacy,  

Nora Hayes  

 

 

 

 

  



 

  

Topic A 

Government Censorship of the Media  

With the momentous rise of the internet in recent decades, virtually any piece of 

information is accessible simply with the click of a button. Anything can be put on the internet 

for billions of people to see within seconds. The advent of the Internet has affected the mass 

media beyond measure. Media outlets can easily control what information their readers see and 

how this information is filtered. Modern journalism is dependent on the internet and social 

media. The responsibility of the spread of information has been shifted out of the hands of the 

government and into each digital citizen. However, this does not mean that each respective 

government sits idly by and observes the lighting fast information age. Governments have 

learned how to manipulate the information that its citizens consume through the internet, often in 

the most inexplicable and insidious ways. Each government has found its own way to control its 

mass media, no matter how democratic or wealthy. The responsibility of the Special Political and 

Decolonization Committee and the United Nations as a whole in this day and age is to determine 

how much control governments are entitled to have over the media and to suggest ways in which 

countries can investigate censorship and infringement on human rights.  

The most relevant form of media censorship in 2017 is through the internet, as one may 

conclude. The premise of social media is to allow for its users to have an open platform of 



expression. Governments can choose to see this freedom as a threat, means of control, or a 

combination of both. However, control of the media is not always as obvious as blocked sites or 

redacted articles. Oftentimes censorship is carried out by governments behind the scenes. 

Governments can control the media in order to influence elections, discourage dissent, or simply 

control their citizen’s day to day media consumption. Censorship is best studied and investigated 

case by case. Every nation participating in censorship has devised its own system within the 

media whether in plain sight or behind closed doors.  

Perhaps the most notorious nation when it comes to censorship is China. In fact, their 

form of control has even been dubbed by the world as “The Great Firewall”. The Chinese 

government has always maintained a tight grip on its media and citizens. The official policy in 

the People’s Republic of China is to provide its 

citizens freedom of speech and the press. 

However, the argument used by the Chinese 

government to restrict the media and justify 

jailing journalists is that certain news outlets 

are considered a threat to the country and its 

citizens.  

The internet has grown at a rapid pace over past decades and has become the primary 

platform for Chinese citizens to voice disagreement with their government and communicate 

with the rest of the world. All internet companies in China are required to sign a document 

entitled “Public Pledge on Self-Regulation and Professional Ethics for China Internet Industry”. 

This binding document outlines strict regulations on what content companies can and cannot post 



online. Chinese president Xi Jinping announced in 2016 that “All the work by the party’s media 

must reflect the party’s will, safeguard the party’s authority, and safeguard the party’s unity”. 

Rhetoric similar to that of president Xi from the Chinese state reflects China’s already strong and 

growing desire to have total control over Chinese media outlets.  

In the past, The Communist Party has “blacked out” websites such as Wikipedia, 

Facebook, and Twitter during periods of controversy. Specific news sites such as Bloomberg and 

the New York Times have been routinely blacked out along with more specific material that the 

Communist Party has considered a threat to public safety. The Communist Party’s Central 

Propaganda Department (CPD) is at the forefront 

of media censorship. They monitor TV and film 

content to make sure it aligns with the party’s 

beliefs. The Chinese government also employs 

hundreds of “public opinion analysts” to review 

media content and monitor the internet. The Party also uses a myriad of different methods of 

censorship such as firings of reporters, lawsuits, arrests, forced public confessions and fines. As 

of February 2017, 38 journalists had been jailed in China 

according to Reporters Without Borders. Despite these tight 

restrictions, Chinese citizens have devised ways to get around 

censorship such as the use of virtual personal networks (VPNs) or 

proxy servers.  

However, the internet is not the only medium being 

censored. Along with the web, the arts and literature are under fire 



in Vladimir Putin’s Russia. Historical reference books and sources are often altered to portray 

former Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin in a better light in order to legitimize Putin’s regime. 

Censorship in Russia consists more dominantly of alteration of facts and “fake news” as opposed 

to legitimate oppression. This warping of the truth is as detrimental to citizen’sperception of life 

in Russia as flat out censorship and redaction (which the Russian media is at no shortage of). 

Russian censorship differs from that of China in that the government has not outlined specifically 

what is and isn’t allowed to circle through the media. This tactic is most likely used to keep 

citizens wary of what they post and consume as a means of fear mongering and “self regulation”.  

In addition, Venezuela has concocted a unique way of restricting its media. The socialist 

revolution and polarization of citizens are used as tools by the Venezuelan government in order 

to manipulate the media. The government uses the unstable economic situation to anonymously 

buy up private news outlets and morph them into puppets of the state. There is no legal way to 

prove that the government has absorbed these outlets due to lack of evidence of government 

funds, which is why this strategy has 

proved itself effective. The most 

popular newspaper in Venezuela, 

Ultimas Noticas, was purchased by 

Latam Media Holding, a sham 

company created soon before the 

sale. Ultimas Noticas was purchased for at least 97 million dollars, an unexplainable amount of 

money for an independent news source in Venezuela's drowning economy. Within weeks of the 

purchase, employees reported that they were instructed by new editors to soften or scratch 



critical pieces of the government. President Nicolas Maduro has blamed news media supporting 

opposition for the desolate economy which adds to his regime’s repressive take on the media.  

The Venezuelan government has also flat out passed legislation limiting the press and 

hiking taxes on news sources. Private news outlets are 

often backed into a corner and left with no other 

choice but to disband due to higher tax rates imposed 

by the government. In early 2014, students started to 

participate in anti- Maduro protests. The president then 

banned NTN24, a cable channel covering the violent 

protests. Some reporters, photographers, and camera 

operators were even detained and beaten. Globovision,  the last channel to cover the violence, 

was bought by in insurance firm linked to Maduro months earlier. Economic crisis and 

government absorption of private news outlets in Venezuela have facilitated the Maduro 

Regime’s grasp for total control and censorship.  

Unfortunately in Turkey, media censorship has grown rapidly ever since 2015. Turkish 

elections in early 2015 coupled with deadly terrorist attacks have heightened tensions among 

citizens and their government. After massive bombings took place, specific hashtags related to 

the sites such as “#istanbul” and “#Ankara” were restricted on Instagram. Over 10,000 websites 

have been blocked since 2016. In addition to blocked sites, many journalists participating in the 

spread of anti government contest have been jailed by Turkish president Recep Tayyip Erdoğan 

on terrorism related charges.  



Turkey’s cyber security system is also among the worst. Opposition websites are easily 

penetrated by pro-government hackers and many have been shut down completely. In April 2016 

around 50 million addresses, birthdays, and 

national identity numbers belonging to citizens 

were leaked via internet hackers. Along with a 

weak cyber security system, Turkish citizens 

have to deal with government and law 

enforcement that is actively working against internet freedom.  

On a larger scale, information is becoming easier to access worldwide and the rise of 

social media and the Internet has given oppressed peoples a voice and has subsequently posed a 

threat to their oppressive governments. In underdeveloped and developing nations, the internet 

has immense impact on how their people communicate with the world. However, the birth of the 

internet has not signaled the death of censorship. In many of these nations, the government still 

remains the dominant authority over how and what information is disseminated, and moreover, 

who sees it. In nations such as Eritrea, internet and smartphone usage is among some of the 

lowest in the world due to government restrictions. The Eritrean  government requires all citizens 

to use a government run internet service which oftentimes restricts its users from gaining access 

to certain controversial content. It is imperative that developing nations such as China and 

Eritrea have unrestricted access to Internet and the press.  

United Nations legislation has been aimed at protecting the rights and autonomy of 

internet users worldwide. In July 2016, the United Nations Human Rights Council passed a 

resolution formally condemning internet restriction. The resolution “Condemns unequivocally 



measures to intentionally prevent or disrupt access to or dissemination of information online in 

violation of international human rights law and calls on all States to refrain from and cease such 

measure.” The stance of the UN on internet censorship is that it is an unequivocal attack on 

human rights and freedom of expression. This resolution doesn't only apply to nations such as a 

China or Russia, however. It also extends to condemns “violence or intimidation” of any person 

wishing to express their thoughts on the internet. Instances of intimidation are pervasive in 

developed nations such as the United States and Canada and should be treated as gravely as 

violent restriction.  

Questions to consider:  

How do my country's citizens perceive media freedom as opposed to my country’s 

government? 

Should individual governments have the freedom to monitor the internet and media and 

to determine what content citizens have access to? 

How do situations of censorship differ among nations with autocratic versus democratic 

styles of government? 

What role does the Special Political and Decolonization Committee play in intervening in 

other nation’s censorship policies? 

How will UN resolution affect the human rights of media producers and consumers?  

How does my country approach censorship policy wise and what will my country be 

willing to do in regards to aiding other nations?  



Helpful sources:  

Freedom house ( http://www.Freedomhouse.org  ) 

Reporters without borders ( http://www.rsf.org  ) 

United Nations Human Rights ( http://www.ohchr.org  )  

21st Century Censorship ( http://www.cjr.org/index.php ) 

Canadian Journalists for Free Expression ( http://www.CJFE.org )  

 

  



Topic B  

The Crisis in the South Sudan 

  Sudan’s 2013-2015 conflict has taken a detrimental toll on its citizens due to food 

shortage, violence, and political unrest. The South Sudan declared its independence from Sudan 

in 2011, but this did not put an end to the conflict. Despite heavy UN presence, Sudanese 

government has become increasingly more hostile and intolerant to its citizens. Despite a frail 

peace agreement in 2015, the government has 

refused to let up on the violence. Hospitals, clinics 

and schools have been looted and destroyed. The 

Sudanese government has also repressed the media 

by arbitrarily  jailing journalists who have 

attempted to cover the conflict. Violence and 

famine has caused a large diaspora of over 3 million citizens since 2015. These refugees are 

either being held in United Nations shelters or other refugee camps in surrounding countries. 

However, sheltering refugees temporarily will not solve this crisis. They need to be returned 

safely home to a stable and inhabitable nation in which each government is held accountable for 

their actions and can co exist peacefully. The duty of the Special Political and Decolonization 

Committee as a UN body is to protect the rights of afflicted Sudanese citizens and resolve this 

crisis with respect to both governments.  



The current crisis can be reached back to the end of the second Sudanese civil war in in 

2005. The second civil war (1983-2005) was a continuation of the first civil war, which lasted 

from 1955 to 1972. About two million people died as a result of the war and about 3 million 

citizens were displaced during the conflict. The second Sudanese civil war holds one of the 

highest civilian death tolls since World War II. Most civilian deaths were a result of drought and 

famine.  

The first civil war was caused by ethno religious conflict between the northern and 

southern provinces of Sudan under British colonial rule. The north adopted  a more Arabic- 

centered culture due to its close proximity to 

Egypt and other arab nations. Northerners were 

barred from holding political power in the south 

which and trade was discouraged. However, in 

an attempt to unite the two regions, Arabic 

became the language of the southern province, which displeased many English trained southern 

elites. Coupled with the language shift, after decolonization, most power was given to the 

northern elites. Southerners were even left out of transitional negotiations in the 1950s and 

subsequently became a small minority in the post transitional government of 1953.  

The second civil war was primarily fought over control of natural resources. There are 

significant oil reserves between the north and the south and both nations have been grappling 

over control. The north is interested in control of these oil reserves due to their dry desert 

climate, unsuitable for farming. If the north were to have control over these reserves, it would 

open many trade opportunities and foreign interests. The south, however, is less dependent on 



trade due to its fertile climate. In addition to conflict over natural resources, different ethnic 

groups, primarily the Nuer and Dinka, in the north and the south have participated in armed 

conflict.  

Violations of the Addis Ababa Accords, giving religious and cultural autonomy to the 

south, resulted in the start of the second civil war. President Gaafar Nimeiry tried to seize control 

of oil reserves along the north- south border and reap the economic profit in 1978. Discontented 

with the Addis Ababa Agreement, Nimeiry declared all of Sudan an Islamic state, violating the 

rights on the Southern Sudan Autonomous Region.  

Timeline of important events in the second civil war:  

1983- John Garang forms the Sudanese People’s Liberation Army (SPLA) to take up 

arms against government forces. 

1985- a Transitional Military Council is established to rule the country after Nimeiry is 

ousted from office.  

1986- Sadiq al-Mahdi is elected prime minister. 

1989- National Salvation Revolution seizes power through a military coup. 

1993- Omar al-Bashir is elected president. 

1998- A new constitution is endorsed through referendum.  

1999- President Bashir dissolves the National Assembly and declares a state of 

emergency. Sudan begins to export oil.  

2000- Al-Bashir is re-elected president after all other political parties boycott elections.  



2002- The SPLA signs a renewable 6- month ceasefire with the government ending 19 

years of civil war.  

2003- Rebel groups in the Western region of Darfur rise up against perceived government 

neglect of the region and arm an Arab militia against civilians.  

2004- Hundreds of thousands of refugees flee to Chad from Darfur 

2004 (September)- The UN describes the Darfur killings as genocide. The UN says 

Sudan has failed to disarm pro-government militias. Sudan agrees to the African Union sending 

in a protection force.  

2005 (January)- A comprehensive permanent peace deal is signed between southern 

rebels and the government. 

2005- UN Security Council says those who commit crimes in Darfur can be brought to 

trial before the International Criminal Court.  

2005- A new autonomous government is formed in the south mostly comprised of former 

rebels.  

2006- The UN attempts to send in a strong peacekeeping force but Al-Bashir refuses, 

citing a violation of sovereignty.  

2007- The ICC attempts to issue its first arrest warrants but Khartoum, after establishing 

its own tribunal, claims the court has no jurisdiction.  

2007- Sudan accepts a 26,000 person UN-AU peacekeeping force to Darfur.  

2008- troops are stationed in Chad and the Central African Republic to aid with refugee 

flow. The UN predicts that 300,000 people had been killed in the five year Darfur conflict.  



2008- Northern and Southern forces begin intense fighting over the town of Abyei, rich 

in oil.  

2008- The ICC calls for the arrest of Al-Bashir for war crimes and genocide in Darfur in 

its first appeal for an arrest of a head of state. Sudan rejects the charges. 

2009- The North obtains control of Abyei.  

2010- Al-Bashir is re-elected president of Sudan and Salvation Kiir is re-elected as 

president of South Sudan.  

2011- An almost unanimous vote by South Sudanese citizens passes in favor of 

independence from Sudan.  

2011- Formation of the South Sudan Liberation Army.  

2011- South Sudan launches its own currency, admitted as the 193rd member of the UN 

and 54th of the African Union.  

2011- Many cattle raids and civilian deaths result in South Sudan.  

2011- Salva Kiir appoints the 50 representative South Sudan Council of State.  

2011- New Cabinet of South Sudan is established, considered to be representative of 

ethnic groups.  

2011- South Sudan and Sudan agree to set up committees to attempt to resolve any 

outstanding disputes. 

 

Despite feeble attempts at peace, political unrest and ethnic violence still plague the 

South Sudan. Human rights and freedoms of those who criticize the government are in jeopardy. 

Warring ethnic groups aren't the only thing endangering the lives of civilians, the government is 



also a huge threat. Journalists and political columnists are often jailed or straight up executed by 

the government for speaking out. The groups that spent years fighting a bloody civil war are now 

mimicking the actions of their former enemies.  

Sudan has also developed a hostile relationship with NGOs placed in the region since 

2011. Khartoum has restricted how NGOs operate down to a tee. NGO officials have even 

reported that they suspect the Sudanese government is monitoring their calls and emails. 

Officials who are called to testify on these abuses often refuse in fear of losing their job or even 

worse, their life.  

Essentially, Sudan operates in the same 

way as a one party state since 97% of seats in 

the national parliament belong to the Sudan 

People's Liberation Movement (SPLM). This 

majority gives the government power to 

legislate restrictions of NGOs and perpetuate its human rights violations while suppressing 

opposition. The reality of the situation is that the people are losing trust in the government that 

they voted for.  



Informational graphics: 

 



 

 

Questions to consider:  

How can NGOs intervene to aid in conflict resolution in the South Sudan/ Sudan area 

without infringing upon the rights of freedoms of government leaders or citizens?  

Are NGOs helping efforts to resolve conflict or are they exacerbating conflict between 

the government and ethnic groups? 



In what ways are citizens affected by the conflict?  

How can SPECPOL intervene and attempt to resolve issues regarding governance, land 

disputes, and political instability?  

Aside from attempting to resolve the roots of the conflict, how can my country aid 

Sudanese citizens who have been displaced or otherwise affected by violence?  

How can SPECPOL as a body assure that conflict ceases in the South Sudan and does not 

re occur in the future through recommending policy?  

Helpful sources:  

BBC ( http://www.bbc.com/news/world-africa-14069082  ) 

Human Rights Watch ( https://www.hrw.org/africa/south-sudan )  

Al Jazeera ( http://www.aljazeera.com/topics/country/south-sudan.html  ) 

Water for South Sudan ( http://www.waterforsouthsudan.org/brief-history-of-south-sudan/ 

) 
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